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WHAT IS UNESCO REALLY UP TO? 


There is no question as to the intent of the founding fathers of our great nation. In the Mayflower 
Compact they wrote “In the name of God, amen. We, whose names are underwritten . . . having under- 
taken for the glory of God, and advancement of the Christian Faith . . . do by these presents solemnly 
and mutually, in the presence of God and one another, covenant and combine ourselves together into a 
civil body politic, for our better ordering and preservation and furtherance of the ends aforesaid.” 


Woodrow Wilson said, “America was born a Christian nation. America was born to exemplify 
that devotion to the elements of righteousness which are derived from the Holy Scriptures.” 


The opening words of both our Constitution and the Declaration of Independence affirm a belief 
in God as the creator and sustainer of life. These are the principles that have made America great and 
enabled our pioneers to draft the liberties which we have so long enjoyed here. 


AMERICAN FOUNDATION ERODED 


Such a trend has not been maintained in our government however. In fact, there are cunningly 
devised organizations now in operation whose sole aim is to destroy our religious heritage and make us 
an atheistic nation. One such organization is UNESCO, The United Nations Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organization. 


The United Nations Charter authorized that body to promote the formation of an affiliated agen- 
cy for educational and cultural development. It was at a Conference in London, November 1945, that 
the UNESCO Constitution was developed. Since that time, American taxpayers have paid almost one 
third of the cost of UNESCO. In the year 1960, according to the Eighth Report on United States Con- 
tributions to International Organizations submitted by the State Department to the United States House 
of Representatives, the United States contribution to UNESCO was $3,789,810.00. The 1961 estimate 
is $3,832,952.00, an increase of over $43,000.00. Since its beginning, U.S. taxpayers have given UNESCO 
$133,314,410.00. 


If we are paying all of this money, we ought to be getting something in return that is for the 
good of America! In their propaganda, UNESCO says that one of its chief purposes is to contribute to 
peace and security. In order to do this, UNESCO holds conferences, conducts studies, and disseminates 





what they call “factual” information on the natural 
sciences, social sciences, cultural activities and related 
ideas. Their actual activity, however, is quite another 
thing! 


UNESCO PURPOSES DEFINED 


Former Senator William Benton expressed the pur- 
pose of UNESCO in these words at the first meeting 
of the United States National Commission for UNES- 
CO, September 23, 1946: 


“We are at the beginning of a long process 
of breaking down the walls of national sover- 
eignty .. . In this process UNESCO can be — 
and indeed must be —the pioneer . . . You 
give for the first time in our history a collective 
brain to the whole nervous system of American 
science, culture, education and means of com- 
munication.” 


Milton Eisenhower, in a speech in Wichita, Kansas 
in 1949, had this to say about UNESCO: 


“One can truly understand UNESCO only if 
one views it in its historical context, and viewed 
in this way it reveals itself as one more step in 
our halting, painful — but I think very real — 
progress toward a genuine world government.” 


Now I don’t think that this could be made any 
plainer. Americans— you and I —have paid, since 
the inception of UNESCO, over 133 million dollars to 
destroy our Constitutional form of government and 
bring us under a great one-world system. 


RE-WORKING AMERICA’S EDUCATION 


One of the means devised to bring about this break- 
down of nationalism in America is through the school 
system. This is outlined in a series of nine volumes 
entitled “Toward World Understanding.” This series 
is aimed at instructing kindergarten and elementary 
school teachers in preparing our children for the day 
when their loyalty will be to a world government in- 
stead of to God and the American form of government. 


In booklet five of this dissolute study, the teachers 
are told: 


“. . . before the child enters school, his 
mind has already been profoundly marked .. . 
by earlier influences. The earlier years may be 
indispensable to the education of children for 
world citizenship. The kindergarten and infant 
school . . . can prepare the child for member- 
ship in a world society. ... As long as the child 
breathes the poisoned air of nationalism, educa- 
tion in world mindedness can produce only pre- 
carious results.” 


In the Kremlin dominated nations the children are 
taken from their parents and raised by the State. This 
is true of China and Cuba as well. In America, things 
are not quite that easy, so the teachers must be told 
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what to teach even the very youngest in order to over- 7 
come the nationalistic trends of their more patriotic — 
parents —at the expense of these very parents, of 7 
course. 


But the UNESCO indoctrination program is not | 
confined only to the elementary grades. Their latest © 
project is a “history book” which was completed at the © 
end of 1960. As far as we know, the book is now in 
use in some of our nation’s high schools. It is entitled © 
“A History of the Scientific and Cultural Development 3 
of Mankind.” 


COMMUNISTS & LEFTISTS COLLABORATE 


This project was set in motion by Joseph Needham, | 
a British Marxist who supported the Communist lie 
that the United States used “germ warfare” in Korea. — 
A. A. Zvorikine of the Soviet Union is a vice-president — 
of the commission and 13 other representatives from 
the Soviet Union are corresponding members or con- | 
sultants. There are three representatives from Com- 
munist Hungary, three from Poland, three from 
Czechoslovakia and two from Yugoslavia. The final — 
editor of the history, and a vice-president of the com- © 
mission, is a citizen of the United States named Ralph ~ 
E. Turner. Mr. Turner has the dubious distinction of — 
having been fired some years ago from the University — 
of Pittsburgh because of his atheism. Among the other 
25 members from the U.S. who are working on the 
book are extreme left-wingers Arthur Schlesinger and ~ 
John K. Fairbank. 


The famous atheist, Julian Huxley, formerly the 7 
first director of UNESCO, is a vice-president of. this ¥ 
commission. Mr. Huxley made his position clear when © 
he said, “I do not believe in a god or gods.” The Intelli- 
gence Digest of London, England quoted him as saying, | 
“Operationally, God is beginning to resemble, not a 
ruler, but the last fading smile of a cosmic Cheshire © 


” 


Cat. 


The well-known British crackpot, Bertrand Russell, | 
who is often involved in pro-Communist moves to dis-” 
arm the free world, is also connected with this book. 
It is unthinkable that American history — with its” 
heroic and sacrificial love for both God and country — 7 
will receive an unbiased review from such distorted 
minds. 


UNESCO UNDERTAKES BRAINWASHING 

Most informed Americans will remember well the’ 
treasonable activities of the Imstitute For Pacific Re-~ 
lations. After hearing testimony which ran into thou- 7 
sands of pages the Senate Internal Security Subcom- | 
mittee reported in 1952: 


“The IPR was a vehicle used by the Communists 7 
to orientate American Far Eastern policies toward Com- | 
munist objectives. Members of the small core of of- 7 

(Continued on Page 7) 4 
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A LETTER TO PRESIDENT KENNEDY 
BY DR. EMILIO NUNEZ PORTUONDO 


Editor’s Note: Dr. Emilio Nunez Portuondo, a distinguished Cuban 
Diplomat and Jurist is better known to the American television audi- 
ence through his spirited agitation in behalf of the Hungarian Free- 
dom fighters, perishing in the agony of Budapest. He is a former 
President of the Security Council of the United Nations. An exile 
from Castro’s Cuba, he is Editor of “Latin American Events,” Wash- 
ington, D.C. His views on prostrate Cuba are those of an expert on 
the Caribbean and his country. 


HIS EXCELLENCY JOHN F. KENNEDY 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 


In 1958 at a dinner in my honor given by 
the Ambassador of France in Havana, I was 
greatly thrilled when you lifted your glass in 
a toast to me in which you expressed the grati- 
tude of the American people for my long years 
of work in the United Nations in defense of the 
cause of the free world and my indefatigable 
labor devoted to strengthening ties between the 
United States and Cuba. Your words, Mr. Presi- 
dent, so flattering to me, were in recognition of 
more than forty years of dedication to the fight 
against international Communism. 


You may have had in mind the proposal 
which I made at the Eighth Inter-American Con- 
ference at Lima in 1938, and which was ap- 
proved barring Nazi-type measures against the 
Jewish population of the American Republics. 
You may also have had in mind my reply to the 
Soviet Foreign Minister at the United Nations 
General Assembly held in San Francisco in 1955 
to commemorate the tenth anniversary of the 
signing of the UN Charter. After the Soviet 
delegate endeavored to describe his government 
as the champion of peace, for the first time 
from that great stage I denounced the new Rus- 
sian and Chinese colonialism, which in less than 
half a century had enslaved hundreds of mil- 
lions of human beings. You may also have been 
thinking of my energetic protest against the 
bloody Soviet repression in Hungary, or of my 
defense of US and British troops in Lebanon 
and Jordan — the presence of which resulted in 
safeguarding these peoples from the Communist 
yoke, or of my activity during the Korean crisis 
when that country was invaded by North Korean 
Communists and Chinese, an invasion that re- 
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sulted in Red China being denounced as an ag- 
gressor by a great majority of Member States 
of the United Nations. Or perhaps you were 
thinking of my expose of the report alleged to 
have been written by impartial scientists claim- 
ing that the United States had utilized bacterio- 
logical warfare in the Korean conflict — I 
showed that that report was not signed by im- 
partial men of science, but rather by militant 
Communists. 


CUBA, COMMUNIST SATELLITE 


Now, Mr. President, I find myself in exile because 
my fatherland has fallen into the hands of the Soviet 
Union and Red China. As soon as Fidel Castro and his 
comrades took power, I resigned my position as Cuban 
Ambassador to the United Nations and began to de- 
vote myself to the difficult job (those were the days 
when the noble people of the United States were so 
easily deceived) of clarifying the true aims of Castro 
— that the Hemisphere would be the victim of a vast 
and well-planned conspiracy whose objective was to 
communize, first Cuba, and then all of Latin America. 
This was a conspiracy that also aimed at isolating the 
United States from its natural allies in the Americas. 


INTERVIEWS WITH JOHN FOSTER DULLES 


I feel that I have the moral authority, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to write this open letter because I have never 
betrayed my government nor my country and because 
from the beginning of the July 26th Movement I 
warned in every proper way possible that the first large- 
scale Communist conspiracy had begun to take over 
the Western Hemisphere. I spoke often with the Sec- 
retary of State, Mr. John Foster Dulles, with Roy Ru- 
bottom, Assistant Secretary of State in charge of Latin 
American affairs, with Mr. William A. Wieland, Di- 
rector of the Office of Mexican and Caribbean Affairs, 
with the assistant director, Mr. Snow, as well as with 
other U.S. Government officials. To all of them I 
presented proofs of the long-standing Communist mili- 
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tancy of Fidel Castro, who in 1948 took an active part 
in the tragic “Bogotazo,” that bloody episode that spread 
desolation in Bogota and which had as its main ob- 
jective the disruption of the Ninth Inter-American Con- 
ference. Colombian police seized evidence which con- 
clusively proved that Fidel Castro, then a University of 
Havana student, had Communist affiliations. I also 
recounted the history of Castro’s activities in Cuba, 
pointing out his consistent Communist militancy and 
that he had perpetrated several murders. 


July 26, 1953, Fidel Castro, at the head of a group 
dominated by well-known Communists, attacked the 
Cuartel Moncada, in Santiago de Cuba, in an effort 
to capture it by surprise. All that was accomplished was 
wholesale killing. Castro was tried and sentenced to 
several years in prison, but he never served the full 
sentence — Congress granted him an amnesty. At the 
trial, Fidel Castro was authorized to defend himself. 
In his plea he repeated paragraphs from the defense 
speech which Adolph Hitler delivered when the Ger- 
man dictator was on trial for the Munich riots, and 
Castro concluded, as Hitler had, with the phrase, “His- 
tory will absolve me.” In his speech Castro revealed 
the program of the July 26th Movement, in which he 
left no doubt that he would carry out, if he triumphed, 
the program which he has put into effect during the 
past two years. 


PREDICTIONS THAT CAME TRUE 


In a letter dated March 27, 1958, I predicted 
to Mr. Dulles the occurrence of everything that 
has happened in Cuba during these last two 
years, a repetition of what happened in the 
countries conquered by the Soviet Union and 
Red China: mass executions (either without 
trial or from sentences passed by drumhead 
courts) murder of persons who were not mili- 
tant in international Communism and who con- 
stituted our best human reserves, imprisonment 
of more than twenty thousand persons, confis- 
cation of all national and foreign assets, with- 
out any compensation; religious persecution; 
collectivization of the land, after dispossessing 
the owners without compensation; creation of 
collective farms in which the farmer has become 
converted into a serf; militarization of the work- 
ing class without recognition of the right to 
strike or to express opinions; abolition of free- 
dom of the press and confiscation of all the 
newspapers and magazines; suppression of free 
enterprise; intense campaigning to sow the 
seeds of hatred among men, women and chil- 
dren of different races and classes; submission 
of the professionals to the Communist totali- 
tarian system; suppression of the freedom of 
teaching by closing private schools and Marxist 
and anti-U.S. indoctrination of the public school 
students; organization of a judiciary completely 
subverted to the interests of the State; refusal 
to hold elections; dissolution of all political par- 
ties except the Communist Party which is the 
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only party authorized to carry out recruitment 
activities; prohibition of public meetings unless 
called by the Government to support its policies; 
complete negation of the right of free expres- 
sion inasmuch as the press, radio and television 
belong to the government; total compulsory 
military service of all Cubans in the militia. The 
Communist regime of Castro counts on an 
armed strength which is greater in proportion 
to population than that of the Soviet Union 
and the United States combined. 


I also gave timely warning that after the estab- 
lishment of a Communist regime it would be exported 
to the rest of the Hemisphere by armed invasion and 
by subversion, converting the Americas into a genu- 
ine inferno. The invasions launched from Cuba against 
Panama, Nicaragua, Paraguay, Haiti, Guatemala and 
Dominican Republic, bear this out. I might add that 
there is not one single state in Latin America where 
subversion, directed from Havana in close alliance with 
national Communists and the Governments of Moscow 
and Peking, has not planted the seeds of hatred and 
death. The Governments of Peru and Uruguay have 
shown proof that the Cuban diplomatic missions are 
utilized to overthrow the democratic governments of 


the New World. 


RESPONSIBILITY OF THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. President, I do not pretend to fix responsibili- 
ties, although I am not without a certain right to do 
so inasmuch as my fellow countrymen, my family and 
I are victims of the mistakes made. It cannot be de- 
nied that treaties were violated when numerous expe- 
ditions of men, arms, munitions, explosives, and medi- 
cines left U.S. shores to assist the Cuban Communists. 
A large sector of the press, radio and television and 
outstanding public figures of United States rendered 
help. Public collections of money for Castro were held 
in USS. cities. 


The embargo placed by the State Department on 
arms destined for the defense of Cuba, purchased in 
accordance with terms of the Inter-American Treaty 
of Reciprocal Assistance, was another factor responsible 
for the victory of Fidel Castro. 


As an example of the lack of discernment 
when dealing with the Cuban problem, on Jan- 
uary 31, 1958, Mr. Roy Rubottom declared be- 
fore the Foreign Affairs Committee of the U.S. 
Senate, “There is no evidence of organized 
Communist elements in the Castro movement, 
nor does Mr. Castro find himself submissive to 
Communist influence.” 


The actions of U.S. State Department offi- 
cials in favor of the Communist revolution have 
been evidenced by the declarations given under 
oath before the Senate sub-committee on In- 
ternal Security by the distinguished Ambassa- 
dors Arthur Gardner and Earl T. Smith who 
explained why they had decided to testify, 
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adding that the Castro revolution could not 
have had as one of its causes the economic sit- 
uation because at the time Cuba was enjoying 
a period of great prosperity and its inhabitants 
ranked second among the American states in 
income per capita. The statements of these ex- 
diplomats have been corroborated in speeches 
and declarations made by Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in the Congress, among them Demo- 
cratic Senators Smathers, Dodd and Eastland 
and Republicans Bridges, Bush and Hicken- 
looper. 


SUGGESTIONS AND CONCRETE PROPOSALS 


It is not the purpose of this letter to enter into 
futile recriminations. Since it is now a recognized fact 
that a Communist regime exists in Cuba at the un- 
conditional service of Moscow and Peking, I feel that 
my forty years of experience in combatting Communism 
and my awareness of the situation existing in my coun- 
try entitle me to express the following points of view: 


First: History has not recorded a single case of a 
Communist regime supported by the Soviet Union and 
Red China being overthrown without the support of 
outside forces. In the case of Hungary, the 100-day 
Communist government of Bela Kun was thrown out 
of power in 1919 by the military forces of Czechoslo- 
vakia and Rumania, then non-Communist. In the case 
of Guatemala, often offered as the example of self- 
salvation, the civil government had been infiltrated by 
Communism, but the armed forces of Guatemala were 
intact and not subject to Communist influence — these 
were the forces that saved the country from the red 
yoke. 


The first thing that Fidel Castro did was to dissolve 
the professional armed forces, killing a great number 
of its officers and soldiers, and organize a new com- 
munist armed force and popular militia, equally 
militant. 


Experience also shows that economic re- 
prisals alone are not enough to overthrow a 
Communist regime. Note the futile blockade 
against the Soviet Union and Red China. 


Second: To pretend that a country of six million 
inhabitants can liberate itself, by its own efforts, thus 
vanquishing the Soviet Union and Red China and their 
satellites, is not only unrealistic but constitutes a ne- 
gation of the principles of democratic and Hemispheric 
solidarity, so often preached. We can never accept as 
valid the argument that the Cuban problem is solely 
the problem of the Cubans, first because the facts point 
to the contrary and because we Cubans are not the only 
ones responsible for what has befallen in our country. 


Third: You should look askance, Mr. President, on 
the advice of Latin American governments to main- 
tain the non-intervention policy at all cost, particularly 
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when the government giving that advice has itself prac- 
ticed intervention in the past. Such counsel is often 
offered because of sordid desires to grab a large part 
of the Cuban sugar quota and tourist trade. 


(Continued in Next Issue) 





COMMUNISM IN 
THE CARIBBEAN 


The dismal failure of the recent Cuban invasion, 
actually only a small-scale probing action by approxi- 
mately 12/1500 men, brought on the customary “soul 
searching” by the liberal (crypto-Communist) press, 
with a view to discredit the Government, the Pentagon 
and the Central Intelligence Agency. We intend to 
cover these features promptly and in full detail. For 
the moment, we suggest our readers go over their file 
of recent copies of the “WEEKLY CRUSADER” and 
note the articles on Communism in South America, in 
general, and the penetration of the Caribbean in par- 
ticular. Every facet of this sorry business has already 
been covered. Extracts from current issues, viz: 


ISSUE NO. 2. NOV. 4/60. 
PANAMA CANAL FLAG INCIDENT: 


‘, .. The expropriation pattern set by Nas- 
ser in the Suez Crisis may be applied to the 
Panama Canal. A sly comment by Castro points 
to the World Court as the means.” He said 
“, . . No military action against Guantanamo. 
We expect to obtain its return thru international 
legal channels (i.e. the World Court, already 
stacked against the United States) .. .” 


ISSUE NO. 3. NOV. 11/60. 
CUBAN BEATNIKS INVADE THE U.N. 


. . » Pro-United Nations fanatics proclaim 
a “world of laws.” The grim realities in the 
U.N., however, contain every element of poli- 
tical crime, subversion and amoralities, viz: 


6 


6 


Cynical pretense that Red dictators repre- 
sent their people 


Acceptance of Red stooges as U.N. delegates 
Acquiescence in Genocide (Hungary ) 
Theft (confiscation) of private properties 


(Cuba) 


Mass Murder and Regicide (Iraq) 
Despoliation of war-time Allies (Dutch in 
Indonesia ) 


Seating Rapists and Mutineers (Lumumba) 
Membership without social or moral stand- 
ards 


Castro and his Beatniks spend a thousand 
dollars a day in New York hotels. They could 
afford it: they robbed American investors of 
approximately 750 million dollars of tangible 
assets...” 
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ISSUE NO. 5. NOV. 25/60. 
THE KREMLIN AT YOUR DOORSTEPS. 


*, . . Soviet Russia has succeeded in focus- 
ing American interests on remote Areas (Korea, 
Tibet, Laos). In the meantime, the Russian 
eet have quietly worked on Latin-America. 

the Moscow Congress of Oct. 1952 a plan for 
“Operation Latin America” was announced: 
methodical development of “national fronts and 
heavy armaments for pro-Communist Govern- 
ments. 


ISSUE NO. 6. NOV. 25/60. 
THE KREMLIN AT YOUR DOORSTEPS. 


“. . . Batista was ousted with the blessing 
of New York City “liberals” (crypto-Commun- 
ists). The Castro revolt was “hot-housed” by 
a group of normally responsible publications 
in New York City. 


Without the terrific build-up which these 
non-Communists have given him, Castro and his 
Argentine henchman “Che” Guevara would 
still remain the obscure bandits of the Sierra — 
which they eventually turned out to be on a 
large scale. 


. The New York “liberals” are in hot 
pursuit of Trujillo with an irresponsibility that 
is nothing short of suicidal in the light of what 
happened to American properties (in Cuba) in 
the hands of undisguised Kremlinist thieves 
and saboteurs. 


“, . . There is a considerable body of wor- 
ried opinion in the Congress on the infiltration 
of Communism in the Caribbean. The Hon. 
Daniel J. Flood (D. Penn.) and the Hon. Craig 
Hosmer (R. Cal.) have made important efforts 
in the Congress (to correct State Department 
fumbling). They have filed formal ‘“Resolu- 
tions” and will press for the ultimate enactment 
of the application of the Monroe Doctrine (in 
the case of Cuba) .. .” 


This same issue also contains an important article 
by Dr. Charles Callan Tansil, Ph.D. Emeritus, Ameri- 
can Diplomatic History, Georgetown University, on “Is 
Our Monroe Doctrine Out of Date?” It is a definite 
study on our rights and duties. 


ISSUE NO. 8. DEC. 16/61. 
CONTINUITY OF THE PANAMA FLAG INCIDENT. 


ISSUE NO. 12. JAN. 13/61. 
NICARAGUA AND PANAMA. 


ISSUE NO. 13. JAN. 20/61. 
NICARAGUA AND PANAMA. 


“Both articles, in serial continuity, are a 
discussion and historical survey of the Panama 
Canal and proposed alternate routes. The 
strategic importance of the Panama Canal is 
evidenced in an accompanying map. The “Carib- 
bean Barrier” a chain of islands containing 
Cuba, has been the traditional shield against 
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enemy approaches to the Canal. The “barrier” 
is obviously endangered when hostile Commun- 
ist elements have gained a foothold. 


ISSUE NO. 15. FEB. 3/61. CUBA: 
TEACHING THE YOUNG TO HATE AMERICANS, 


ISSUE NO. 19. MARCH 3/61. 


EPITAPH FOR THE PAN-AMERICAN UNIS 


" The sub-titles are self explanatory: — 
(1) Why do we lose in Latin-America? (2) Shift — 
from the Pan-American Union to the 0O.A.S, 
(3) Obsessions of the State Department. 


The decade 1950-60 has been an era of hu- 
miliating retreat for the United States in Latin 
America. Two parallel forces have contributed 
to this American eclipse — (1) International 
Communism — identified and recognized by 
most thinking Americans although its shifting 
disguises often fool us. (2) A demagogic Latin- — 
American Socialism which takes many chame- — 
leon forms is not so well understood. ; 


The fatal turn which our State Department — 
has taken during this decade has been to accept — 
scheming socialists as bona fide allies in place 
of the genuine conservatives and anti-Commun- — 
ists with whom we have traditionally worked. — 


In pursuit of this preposterous policy, we — 
have steadily surrendered the rights which we — 
possessed under the Monroe Doctrine and the — 
historical bond of the previous “Pan American ~ 
Union,” one of the best regional understandings — 
ever developed in this ee erat all. — 
American product that took years of diplomatic — 
skill and patience to create. 


The strong, conservative but virile tradition — 
of the “Pan-American Union” is now buried in ~ 
the morass of the United Nations phony legal- — 
ities and has become “The Organization of the — 
American States” (0.A.S). 


The Russian delegate in the U.N. has al- © 
ready attempted to challenge the O.A.S. under ~ 
Par 53 “. . . subject to revision by the Security © 
Council.” The occasion was the rejection by — 
Castro of the criticism by the O.A.S., a fore- — 
runner of more intrigues to come. The ingenu- — 
ous Alger Hiss — erstwhile darling of the State — 
Department — has planted a subtle, corrosive © 
device in the United Nations’ charter. a 


In an effort to appease the Latin American ~ 
Socialists, we have transferred to the O.A.S. — 
the final decision in all major Latin-Ameri- 
can issues—except the outpouring of our 
money...” y 


In order to remind our readers of the impact of # 


Russian controlled Cuba on the defense of the Panam 
Canal (or any alternate Canal route in the Isthmus) we 
have reproduced the map on page 6 of Issue No. 13 | 
January 20/61. The accompanying legend is a brief 
but complete definition of the strategic factors inherent 

in the Caribbean. ( 


j 


May 12, 196 | 























WHAT IS UNESCO UP TO? 


(Continued from Page 2) 


ficials and staff members who controlled the IPR 
were either Communist or pro-Communist. The Ameri- 
can Communist Party and Soviet officials considered 
the organization an instrument of Communist policy, 
propaganda and military intelligence.” 

Yet, when the Institute For Pacific Relations met 
to consider disbanding, they gave the following as one 
of the reasons, as reported in the radical left-wing 
Washington Post: 

“, .. the work it (the IPR) set out to do is 
now being duplicated by wealthier and better 
equipped world organizations such as the United 
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Organization (UNESCO).” 

Now go back and re-read that the main purpose 
of the IPR was to orientate American policies toward 
Communist objectives. This is what the wealthier 
UNESCO is now doing in place of the defunct Institute 
of Pacific Relations. 


These unpleasant facts about UNESCO are height- 
ened by its measure of acceptance within our nation. 
UNESCO booklets are distributed by the National Edu- 
cation Association, and the PTA to students and teach- 
ers. UNESCO literature is issued through the YMCA, 
churches, radio and television outlets, newspapers, 
Magazines, civic groups and through government 
sources. As insidious as the IPR activities were, UNESCO 
iseven more cunning and firmly intrenched. 


UNESCO HELPS CASTRO 


It is no secret that Cuban history is being re-written 
to falsify historical facts. Issue No. 15 of the WEEKLY 
CRUSADER reported this on page 6. “Hate America” 
propaganda is being placed in the classrooms and is 
being taught by the teachers. For example, the United 
States “went into the Spanish-American War, not to 
help Cuba, but simply for our own selfish ends.” 


In a report to member states (which every 
UNESCO nation must make ) in Paris, September 1960, 
Red Cuba said: 


“Law 680 was promulgated to lay the foun- 
dations of a new, more rational and effective 
general system of education. UNESCO experts 
have co-operated in this great task.” 


Thus, all of the lying, deceiving, hateful propagan- 
da promoted by Castro and his Red regime was co- 
Operated in by the United Nations organization — 
UNESCO — of which the United States pays almost 
one-third of the cost. 


UNESCO has a tactic which is also employed by 
the National Council of Churches. It is called “resolu- 
tions.” The governing body drafts the “resolutions” 
and in a matter of time they become bona-fide direc- 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER 


tives. In the UNESCO “Reports of Member States, 
1958” we read: “The whole of the information, opin- 
ions, and appraisals in the reports reproduced in this 
volume emanate from Member States, which are alone 
responsible for them.” 


MALAYA OBJECTS TO UNESCO 


The little Federation of Malaya became an official 
member of the UNESCO family in June 1958. But 
it didn’t swallow the UNESCO line like other members 
have. At the end of the Malaya report we read, “There 
is too much waste of time and the taxpayer’s money.” 


They further objected to the strings which 
UNESCO attaches to the funds which they dispense. 
Malaya wrote: “This country would appreciate it very 
much if UNESCO could offer scholarships for Malayan 
painters or musicians to study in Europe without re- 
quiring the assurance they would be given a job on 
their return. The condition that we should promise 
employment prevents this government from sponsoring 
the most suitable candidates.” 


The problem, it seems, is that those whom Malaya 
considered the most capable were not of the political 
persuasion so necessary for UNESCO aid. Those whom 
UNESCO had indoctrinated in one-worldism were not 
the type Malaya felt worthy of jobs when they returned 
from their “study” abroad. 


Under the heading “Exchange of Persons” Malaya 
made further criticisms of the UNESCO program: 


“The University of Malaya was informed of 
the possibility of taking advantage of ‘Study 
Abroad.’ However, it appears that it is not pos- 
sible at present to take advantage of the project. 
Perhaps the most popular project would be 
grants for appreciation of Western and Eastern 
culture. 


“The most serious obstacle to our taking 
advantage of this scheme is that UNESCO has 
stipulated the condition that we should under- 
take to employ these scholars, on their return 
to this country. Another difficulty is that the 
amount given to the scholar seems to be insuf- 
ficient to support a student while abroad.” 


The small Malayan nation has seen through the 
UNESCO scheme and rightly surmises that fewer 
scholarships which pay the ful! cost: of the student 
would be of more value. But UNESCO, being a poli- 
tical organization, has no interest in education, science 
or culture in-the-pure. 


HOW UNESCO OPERATES 


Lillian Moore Roberts, an expert on UNESCO sub- 
version, has listed several Guideposts for those who 
would recognize UNESCO doctrine. Their principal 
methods are: 
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“(1) TEACHING BY OMISSION. In all 
UNESCO writing and speaking it is not what 
they say that is so destructive, it is what they do 
not say. This method has the enormous advan- 
tage of being as good as if they had been per- 
mitted openly to advocate the overthrow of our 
Republic. An example of this teaching by omis- 
sion is the fact that nowhere in a UNESCO pub- 
lication or recommended reading will you find 
America’s unique freedoms explained or com- 
mended, and nowhere will you find even a men- 
tion of the horrors of Russian rule-by-force, 
Siberian slave labor, mass murders, assignment 
to work, denial of religion, or any other fact of 
unpleasant truth . .. (The child) would never 
realize that he had possessed freedoms which 
must be protected and sustained, therefore, he 
would make no objection when these freedoms 
were denied him. He would be the obedient 
servant of a controlled society. 


“(2) CONCEALMENT BY VOLUME. UNESCO 
will write thousands of innocent words in order to im- 
plant one distorted concept. This method has the enor- 
mous advantage of discouraging investigation because 
the investigator must wade through so much reading 
in order to unearth the distortions, and of inclining 
the reader to accept the distortions along with the 
truth. 


“(3) COMMUNIST SYMPATHIZERS IN 
UNESCO .. . In an infected organization there need 
be only a few such persons because they are usually 
found occupying the positions which wield the greatest 
influence over that organization. A good part of 
UNESCO Constitution was written by Archibald Mac- 
Leish, a man listed 80 times by the UnAmerican Ac- 
tivities Committee. Mr. MacLeish is at the moment a 
Member at Large of the U.S. National Commission for 
UNESCO. One of the organization representatives on 
this same U.S. Commission is Dr. Harlow Shapley who 
is reported by the UnAmerican Activities Committee 
as having a ‘long and notorious record, carefully and 
substantially documented in the Committee’s files as 
speaker, sponsor, officer, donor, participant and signer 
of Communist petitions, in a number of Communist 
fronts and causes,’ and as having been supported by 
individual Communists and listed as a supporter of the 
Soviet Union. In all, seventeen (17) of the members 
of the U.S. National Commission for UNESCO as listed 
in the UNESCO Story, May, 1950, are listed by the 
UnAmerican Activities Committee, these seventeen 
having a total of approximately seventy-five (75) list- 
ings against them . . . When a presumably learned or- 
ganization purposely selects, out of a nation of 150 
million people, Communists or Communist sympathiz- 
ers for its officers, the only possible reason for it is that 
they desire to have such persons in these positions of 
influence. 


“(4) ENDORSEMENT OF SUBVERSIVE 
ACTIONS. If an organization openly advocates 
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any steps which would result in the overthrow 
of our existing form of government, this organi- 
zation is considered subversive. Now one of 
UNESCO’s two major goals is to achieve the 
objectives of the Universal Declaration of Hu- 
man Rights. The American Bar Association, 
legislators, scholars, newspapers and laymen 
have repeatedly warned that if this Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights is ever adopted in 
any manner by the United States, our own Bill 
of Rights would be either repealed or rendered 
void, and we would inevitably lose our freedoms 
as well as our free enterprise system. Thus, 
overwhelmingly authoritative opinion reveals 
that the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
is subversive to an unparalleled degree.” 


UNESCO DEFINED 


Congressman Lawrence H. Smith, of Wisconsin, 
described the U.N. system and UNESCO which pro- 
motes it, as “a permanent international snake pit where 
Godless Communism is given a daily forum for hate, 
recrimination, psychological warfare against freedom 
and unrelenting moral aggression against peace.” 


European writers call UNESCO the “Crackpot Car- 
nival.” But the best definition of all comes from a 
California member of the American Legion. He said, 
“UNESCO is the United Nations Espionage, Sabotage 


and Corruptive organization.” 


The above descriptions may well be very accurate 
judging from this statement by James Marshall, a mem- 
ber of the original National Commission for UNESCO. 
Mr. Marshall said: 


“Fellow-delegates, as we examine this ques- 
tion, I hope we can join together in trying to 
decide what will be best for UNESCO. I may say 
for the delegation of the United States and for 
the National Commission in the United States, 
of which Milton Eisenhower is chairman, that 
the constant effort of each individual is to dis- 
cover and to determine what is best for UNES- 
CO. The question we ask ourselves is never 
‘What is best for the United States?’ but, ‘What 
is best for UNESCO?’ It is the judgment of the 
United States Government, of the National Com- 
mission and of the delegation here that what is 
best for UNESCO, will, m the long run, be best 
for the United States, even if seemingly against 
short term interest. . . . I will testify personally 
to this Conference that . . . I have only once, in 
the case of one individual, heard the issue in- 
jected into the discussions on UNESCO of ‘What 
is best for the United States?’ ” 


There we have the admission from UNESCO dele- 
gates themselves that they have no interest whatever 
in the sovereignty of the United States and are con- 
cerned rather with what is best for the world-govern- 
ment-serving UNESCO. We, my friends, are chumps 
— paying one-third of the budget for this monstrosity 
that is determined to destroy the freest government in 
the world! 


May 12, 1961 
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